a significant number of Anglo-Celtic Australians opposed to multiculturalism.
Since the early 1980s state support for issues such as ethnic diversity [and] Asian immigration has generated … a 'discourse of decline ' [among] a wide cross section of the Anglo-Celtic population. This discourse either passively mourns or actively calls for resistance against what it perceives as a state-sanctioned assault [though the development of multicultural policies] on Australo-Britishness as a natural cultural formation (Hage, 1995, 41) .
Contemporary Australian society and polity is often characterised as increasingly multicultural, but still struggling to disengage from a legacy of dominance of Anglo 'host society' privilege. So a Labor government 's (1991-96) emphasis, under Prime Minister Paul Keating, on the need for a new Australian identity reflecting the multicultural nature of modern Australian society (Keating 1995b , Johnson 2000 had 'huge implications' for the positioning of Anglo identity within broader conceptions of a new national identity.
Australians of Anglo backgrounds were being asked to accept a new, cosmopolitan form of national identity, to embrace ethnic diversity and to give up their privileged position in a post-assimilationist society (Johnson 2002, 175) . One result was a conservative backlash which was highly critical of any attempt to encourage 'a more cosmopolitan and inclusive identity' (Johnson 2002, 177) which was seen to neglect 'mainstream' Australia in favour of special (multicultural, non-Anglo) interest groups (Howard 1995a; .
The election of a Liberal-National government under Prime Minister John Howard in 1996 saw a marked decline in the importance of multiculturalism as a driving force for change in Australian society and a resurgence of Anglo privilege, values and identity.
Clearly, the question of Anglo privilege and Anglo decline is seen among many of the conservative political elite as a matter of great concern, not least to the electorate Prime Minister Howard was trying to win over in the mid-1990s. But just how important is the issue of Anglo privilege among contemporary Australians, either among those of Anglo background, or among those from non-Anglo backgrounds? How do different ethnic groups perceive the privileged position of Australians of Anglo background? This study addresses these questions.
ABOUT ANGLO PRIVILEGE
Australian society has been described as 'exceptionally homogeneous' until the mid-20 th century (Jupp and Freeman 1992) . At its highest point in 1947, 'the British component of the population was over 90 per cent, of whom the vast majority had been born in Australia' (Jupp 1991, 62) . A culturally formative ethnic dynamic, of English, and Celtic peoples from Scotland and Ireland but with the Irish strongly dominant, had defined Australia's core culture from 1788. The assimilation of the Celtic component into a dominant Anglo-Australian society and culture largely followed. Thus Dixson (1999, 9) described how 'eminent writers' have consistently described Australia, in a matter-of-fact way, as an 'Anglo-Saxon' society or country. By the end of World War 1, Anglo-Saxon had already been shortened to Anglo. The contemporary incorporation of the word 'Celtic', as in 'Anglo-Celtic', into the lexicon used to describe Australia's dominant social and cultural fragment is a recent response to intensive lobbying by those of Irish birth or ancestry in particular to be recognized as a distinctive element of the AngloAustralian or British-Australian identity. As a consequence, the terms 'Anglo' and 'Anglo-Celtic' are often used interchangeably. This Anglo ethnicity has underpinned Australian culture, its institutions and the nation itself since the beginning of European settlement (Dixson 1999, 9) , and still largely does so. Even allowing for the impact of non-British immigration since 1945, their proportion had only reduced to 75 per cent in 1991 (Jupp 1991, 9) . For the year ending mid-2002, Britain was still the largest source of permanent arrivals 1 (Australian Bureau of Statistics 2002, 32) .
In spite of the demographics. Cochran (1995, 10) Keating's basic argument was that contemporary Australian society was being fundamentally reshaped by ethnic diversity. But such an argument had major and negative implications for the former hegemonic status of Anglo identity. Anglo-Celtic
Australians were being asked to abandon the previous privileging of their identity, implicit in pre-multicultural, assimilationist policies (Johnson 2002, 175) . The then Liberal (conservative) leader, Howard was very critical of the Keating Labor position, arguing that it benefited special (including ethnically-based) interest groups, and neglected 'mainstream' Australians (Howard 1995a; b) . In fact, and while emphasising his opposition to racism, he and the populist, racist politician, Pauline Hanson were both speaking to sections of a largely common electoral base, the Anglos (Johnson 2002, 17;  on the Pauline Hanson One Nation Party, see Goot and Watson 2001 As Prime Minister of a Liberal-National government from 1996, Howard moved quickly to remove funding from various ethnic community organisations.
Multiculturalism itself was not a term favoured by Howard (Johnson 2002, 177) , although his government eventually came to terms with it once it was redefined as a general means for the retention of 'common values' (Howard 1999 Irish heritage, which includes our democratic system and institutions, our law, the English language, much of our humour and our oft-quoted distinctive values of the fair go, egalitarianism and mateship, together provide the foundation on which Australian multiculturalism has been built.
The new focus on 'mainstream' Australians acted, according to Hage (2003, 1) to produce an absence of concern for non-Anglo Australians, and a return to the old Anglo values with their assimilationist disregard for the very precepts of multiculturalism.
Changes in attitudes towards immigrant groups which have occurred over the past several decades are, however, rather more complex than simply multiculturalism versus assimilation into the dominant Anglo culture (Hage 1995) . At the core of this complexity is an important class consideration. Dixson (1999, 33) So, while the 'old identity' (including both working and middle classes) among
Anglos has been experiencing 'decline of control', there has been a shift to a new privileged Anglo group (Hage 1995, 62) . This was accompanied by a change from an assimilationist perspective to that of the newly dominant Cosmo-multiculturalists, where
Anglo privilege is no longer central, does not aim to control the migrant presence, but creates an opening within the dominant imaginary in which non-Anglo Australians can be included. But the new class, from mainly managerial and professional ranks involved in the new, knowledge economy, effectively maintains the pre-existing Anglo privilege by virtue of the overwhelming majority of immigrants being working class (Forrest and Johnston 2000) . However, Hage (1998) tends to confuse the issue somewhat by widening the notion of Anglo privilege to what he refers to as 'white supremacy in a multicultural society'. This is confusing because the concept of white -non-white neglects tensions between Anglo and other (white) European identities (Johnson 2002, 179 ) and the protracted struggles by such groups -in particular Greek and Italian immigrant groups -in support of multicultural policies and against previous policies of assimilation into Anglo values (Collins 1999) . A distinction between Anglo and 'white' privilege must therefore be maintained. Examination of Anglo hegemony best facilitates an assessment of the full panoply of viewpoints about the existence and importance of privilege in contemporary Australian society, which is the object of this study. disagree' through 'disagree', 'neither disagree nor agree', 'agree' to 'strongly agree'.
DATA
The question was one of 14 asked as part of the telephone survey. A summary of results is contained in Dunn et al. (2004) .
PERCEPTIONS OF ANGLO DOMINANCE
There are a number of dimensions to contemporary social perceptions of Anglo privilege which have been identified, either explicitly or implicitly, in the preceding discussion.
Four of these -social (birthplace), class, age and multicultural values -are singled out for discussion here.
Social group perceptions
There is an underlying complexity to group attitudes to the existence of Anglo privilege.
This is highlighted by the amount of inter-and intra-group variation in perceptions among Anglo-Australians, and from migrants from both English-speaking and nonEnglish speaking source areas in Table 1 . The general impression is one of a general polarisation of views both for and against the existence of Anglo cultural hegemony.
Higher proportions of NESB migrants than others agree that people of Anglo backgrounds enjoy a privileged position, but there are important inter-group differences.
There is little indication here of any general in-group, out-group consistency.
Although the telephone survey did not ask about ancestry of the Australian born, an indication of this was obtained by separation of the Australian born into English-speaking only, and where a language other than English (LOTE) was spoken at home. In fact, the latter's views about Anglo privilege are very close to those among the Australian born speaking only English at home, except for a higher proportion who have no opinion either way. Among indigenous Australians, however, a noticeably higher proportion agrees with Anglo privilege than does not. It is suggested that differences between the Australian-born-LOTE-spoken-at-home from all NESB migrants in Table 1 can be accounted for by the greater initial segregation of NESB migrants compared with those of NESB ancestry (Forrest and Poulsen, 2003) Migrants from English speaking backgrounds (ESB) have much the same views as the Australian born, except that a greater proportion either agree or disagree, rather than taking up a middle position. Among ESB migrants, however, there is evidence of 
Class perceptions
The survey assessed class in terms of level of education attainment. This was preferred to occupation or income because of the large number of women who otherwise tend to be marginalised in assessment of socio-economic status (class) when the other two measures are used. The outcome of this cross-tabulation (Table 2) disagree, which may, of course, be taken to mean that whatever privilege they may have had has been lost to multiculturalism. This 'no formal qualifications' group is more polarized than any other, with only 13 per cent in the 'neither agree nor disagree' category. The general impression is one of something of a J-shaped class curve, with higher proportions agreeing to the notion of Anglo privilege at the top of the class ranking, a lesser but still moderately high emphasis at the bottom, and rather lower proportions in agreement among those with middle levels of educational attainment. It is worth noting, too, that the class (education)-privilege relationship displayed in Table 2 is not changed by disaggregating the results among Australian born, ESB and NESB migrant respondents.
Nevertheless, the general form of the postulated relationship should not be allowed to obscure the level of polarisation between those who either agree or disagree, which also occurred among birthplace groups. Thus among the tertiary educated, 36-40 per cent disagree with the idea of Anglo-privilege, and the proportion is higher (44 per cent) among those with no formal qualifications. In between, the proportion of those who disagree is consistently higher than for those who agree. What is apparent here is that any notion of Anglo privilege, while more apparent among those with high levels of education attainment, is, even so, by no means widely accepted. Anglo privilege is a perception held by more of those with higher socio-economic status, as measured by education attainment, than by any others. However, among none of the class groups is the perception held by a majority of respondents.
Age group perceptions
In general terms there is more agreement with the notion of Anglo privilege and hegemony with increasing age (Table 3) . Such an age-privilege relationship involves three main time periods:
• prior to the major change away from Anglo-Celtic origins which occurred in the late 1940s and early 1950s with the relative decline of immigrant numbers from Britain and Ireland;
• the greater dominance, until the early 1970s, of NESB European migrant origins;
• followed from the early 1970s by the end of the White Australia policy and the last three decades of migration from ostensibly any part of the world.
These three periods generally correspond to those today aged in their late 60s and older; those in their mid-40s to late 60s; and those aged up to their early-to mid-40s.
Among those aged 18-44, the proportion who agree that Anglo privilege exists is in the mid-to high-30s per cent, rising to the low 40s among those aged 45-74, and then to the high 40s per cent among those aged in their mid-70s and older. At the same time, the proportions of those who have no opinion either way is highest among the youngest respondents, and falls with age: a quarter of those in the 18-24 age bracket have no particular view of Anglo privilege while fewer than 8 per cent of the elderly adopt this position. Nevertheless, and within the general age-privilege relationship, there remains a strong element of polarisation of views between those who generally agree with a perception of Anglo privilege and those who do not. Hage (1995, 41) characterised the protagonists of multiculturalism and of Anglo privilege as mutually opposed to each other, in that the decline of one is seen by many to mirror the ascendancy of the other. The emergence of Hage's (1995, p. 63 ) middle class cosmomulticulturalists did nothing to change this relationship. Rather, it embodied the replacement of the privileged perspective of working and middle class Anglo-Celts generally with a narrower, essentially upper-middle class view. An attempt to assess such a dichotomy is shown in Table 4 , using one question from the survey which reflects assimilationist (those that agreed Australia is weakened by people of different ethnic origins sticking to their old ways) as against multiculturalist views (those that disagreed).
Multicultural values and Anglo privilege
Although the same polarisation of views noted previously is again apparent, there is a strong tendency for those with a multicultural perspective to also agree with the existence of Anglo privilege. This is not a contradiction of Hage's (1995) • while respondents are polarized in their attitudes to multiculturalism compared with some aspects of racism (component 1);
• they agree on an association between Anglo privilege and racial prejudice generally (component 2); but there is no clear link between privilege and multiculturalism; and
• this is reflected in the polarisation of views apparent in Table 4 .
Is there a geography of Anglo privilege?
Opposing views about the existence of Anglo privilege, among people from similar social and demographic categories brought out in Tables 2 and 3 elsewhere in NSW and QLD. We use an entropy grouping procedure, a major benefit of which is that it is not constrained by any requirements of normal distribution common to many other procedures. Its ability to characterize and group observation areas -SSDs and SDs in this case -with a minimum of information loss is reviewed by Johnston and Semple (1983;  see also Forrest and Johnston 1981) . In summary, it groups SSDs and SDs with similar response profiles, that is, proportions of respondents in each of the 'strongly disagree' through 'strongly agree' categories. Unlike other grouping procedures, it minimizes the amount of within-group variance for (1… n) groups at each iteration by retesting all possible groupings of observations. The number of groups selected is determined subjectively by a decreasing amount of variation accounted for by proceeding to higher numbers of groups.
In this analysis, NSW and QLD are each considered separately, because part of the case for a geography includes possible state level differences. For NSW, seven identifiable groupings of SSDs and SDs accounted for 78 per cent of variation among the SSDs and SDs, while in QLD, six groups took up 75 per cent of the variation. In fact, interstate differences are small in terms of overall mean values (Tables 5 and 6 ), but there are some differences in the standard deviations, or ranges about the means. In particular, QLD has a much narrower range of variation (lower standard deviations) across all SSDs and SDs on agreement with Anglo privilege than NSW. This is offset by a somewhat greater range (higher standard deviations) for NSW on 'strongly disagree', though scarcely any difference on 'disagree'. In other words, more Queenslanders are inclined towards a neutral view on the question of privilege, but again with a slightly greater range among SSDs and SDs than in NSW.
Average profiles for each of the seven groups for NSW and six groups for QLD are set out in Tables 6 and 7 Australia, "everything in Australia is changing too fast" (Goot, 1998, 69) Anglo privilege (Forrest, et al. 2001) ; any association with multicultural values, however, was quite varied (see Forrest et al. 2002) . This reflects findings on the separation of racist and multiculturalist views on the one hand, and Anglo privilege on the other, brought out in earlier discussion of Table 5 .
Brisbane respondents' views on Anglo privilege are more polarized than in Sydney.
Middle to upper-middle class areas of the city (group 1), agree to strongly agree that there is privilege, but opposition to multiculturalism is low. Working class areas south and east of the city, along with Queensland's main regional centres (groups 5 and 6), largely reject notions of privilege, but opposition to multicultural values is high by Brisbane standards.. Aboriginal population, have strongly neutral views; there is a relatively high level of support for multiculturalism. In these areas support for One Nation in 1998 was weakest (Davis and Stimson 1998) , and support for multiculturalism about average (Forrest et al., 2002) . Respondents in metropolitan fringe areas around Brisbane (group 1) strongly agree that Australians with a British background are privileged; this is in a region where there was strong support for One Nation.
CONCLUSION
The distinction between Anglo (or Anglo-Celtic) and 'white' privilege is an important focus for this study. For various reasons, not least among NESB migrants from southern Europe and the Middle East, 'white' Australians in general are unlikely to share the same degree of privilege in Australia as those from an Anglo, or Anglo-Celtic background. It is also likely that non-Anglo Australians (migrants and those born here) who have benefited from social mobility may still be able to recognise Anglo privilege, while denying any notion of that privilege. There was another reason for targeting Anglo privilege. This is the fact that the international literature on 'whiteness' has fundamentally been about exposing cultural norms, often norms that have been naturalized to the point where they are culturally invisible, simply accepted or taken for granted. In Australia, therefore, any analysis of privilege has to be targeted at the supposedly 'non-ethnic' and 'invisible' Anglo. Hage's (1995) division of Australian society into white' and 'non-white' from the point of view of the privileged and the nonprivileged is not, therefore, an adequate conceptual instrument.
Findings from this study indicate that the notion of Anglo privilege is both multidimensioned socially and varied geographically. From a social viewpoint, cultural background, age and class, and ideas about multiculturalism, have all been identified as bearing on people's attitudes to and perceptions of Anglo privilege. Age provides a generally straightforward form of relationship with different periods of acculturation into Australian society. More fundamental to the way in which social difference bears on perceptions of Anglo privilege among those who would be considered part of the AngloCeltic social hegemony, is the differentiation between the 'old' working and middle class on the one hand and the 'new' managerial-professional class based on the new knowledge economy (Dixson 1999) . But this has to be coupled with Hage's (1995) argument that the Anglo orietnated thinking of the former group is scarcely different from that of the latter, except that it has been changed into a new form of Cosmomulticulturalism based on class differentiation between the old and new: the new and generally less skilled migrants can be readily accepted because they pose no cultural challenge to the Cosmo-multiculturalists. Thus is multiculturalism readily accepted into a new class structure which implicitly confers privilege, leaving the old urban working and middle class largely abandoned and left to face the chill winds of cultural challenge and social change on their own. Except, of course, that the principal components analysis of survey respondents does not differentiate simply between multiculturalism and privilege. Rather, it presents these as separate dimensions, linked by aspects of racism.
Among those who are not part of the original or current Anglo-Celtic hegemony set, however, non-English speaking background (NESB) migrants and those of Australian birth but NESB cultures, do not present a united face on the issue of privilege. Among the latter, there is little difference from the Australian born of English speaking cultural background, suggesting that assimilation into the 'host' society has occurred. Among ESB and NESB migrants, the former are close to those of the Australian born speaking only English at home, except that they are more polarised, with fewer adopting a middle position. Among the latter, there is considerable variation, but in general those from European backgrounds perceive Anglo privilege more strongly than those from Asian backgrounds. This is reflected in the fact that, apart from those who came into Australia as refugees, Asian-NESB migrants are assimilating faster than their European born predecessors (Forrest and Poulsen 2003) . Perceptually at least, recognition of Anglo privilege, reflecting social exclusion or 'otherness', cannot be simply explained.
Geographically In Sydney and Brisbane, the privilege divide relates closely to both social structure and population diversity. The higher socio-economic status areas of Sydney and Brisbane. including the increasingly gentrified but still socially diverse inner city, are the home of Hage's Cosmo-multiculturalists. Many recognise Anglo privilege, and indeed may be unconsciously, if not consciously, aiding and abetting its continuance. Similarly, many would deny privilege in these inner city areas of Anglo, older, but still affluent, 'old money' suburbs simply because they do not see themselves as being privileged, but simply as Anglo-Australians within 'Australian multiculturalism'; as Hage (2003,1) has noted, the effect is to create an 'absence of concern' for non-Anglo Australians which acts to enshrine Anglo privilege by default.
A second region embraces less affluent to 'aspirational' areas of middle to outer suburbia. These are quintessentially Dixson's (1999) working to middle classes areas,
where people see themselves as having lost out on their former privileged position as Anglo-Australians. People in these areas have polarized views on the issue of Anglo privilege but, given their sense of economic vulnerability as mainly manufacturing workers at a time of major contraction in this sector through global restructuring, a sense of cultural loss may well be linked to competition with immigrants, especially NESB immigrants, for fewer jobs. But whatever their views on privilege may be, they are much more united in their antagonism to multicultural values, and findings here suggest this is associated with racist attitudes. To these two broad regions, which are common to both cities, must be added a third. This comprises, in Sydney, respondents in an inner middle ring of suburban areas of cultural diversity, less affluent than the first mentioned region, but also economically vulnerable, who recognise both Anglo privilege and racism.
In terms of the politics of anti-racism, and for electoral politics generally, there are several important implications arising from the findings of this study. For the Cosmomulticulturalists there is no substantial problem of marginalisation, nor the sense of it.
For the 'left behind Anglos' (and some other longer established European groups) there is both an economic and a cultural alienation, where current politics (articulated earlier in this paper) exacerbates, feeds into and off, this alienation. Among the 'left behind Anglos', economic restructuring worsens their plight. The politics of these grievances and alienation are both fraught and worrisome, and deserving of further study in the light of findings presented here. 2 All variables were coded: strongly disagree (= 1); disagree; neither disagree nor agree; agree; strongly agree (= 5); significant loadings are highlighted. 
